As an MFT who espouses a postmodernist/second-order cybernetics perspective (Becvar and Becvar 2009 ), I do not believe any article necessarily describes the Truth, or if it does, I do not believe that we can know that it does. To me, each offers a story, and all contain some degree of truth that may be useful in different contexts. Further, the more stories we have available and to which we may make recourse, the more our so-called ''knowledge'' base is enhanced. What is more, as a both/and thinker (and an editor) it pleases me to see as well as receive articles that represent a variety of epistemological and methodological positions, indicating an important aspect of our field. Indeed, this speaks of the many ways of knowing, all of which may be understood as having some validity.
